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the Government for its enforcement were unavailing *. The
justices of Lancashire said that if it were executed in their
county, where the poor clothier was unable to go to the
grower of wool nor the grower to come thither, " there were
thousands of poor people utterly undone " 2. When Coke
was attorney general he refused—at the instance of the poor
clothiers who were dependent upon them for supplies—to
entertain 'informations' against wool dealers; and a member
of Parliament stated in 1621 that the Statute was * ever in
dispensation ' 3, dealers being allowed to take out licences,
the cost of which must ultimately have been borne by the
consumer4. Moreover it was detrimental to the wool
growers in " reducing their wools to overlow prices ". They
obtained better prices from the dealers who competed for
the supply; and it was owing to the growers' representations
that the Privy Council relaxed the law in 1616 to the extent
of allowing wool staplers to purchase wool between Michael-
mas and shearing-time 5. In 1624 free trade in wool was
established and restrictions on wool dealers were removed 6.
In the debate in Parliament it was urged that clothiers
should have the right of pre-emption, but the proposal was
rejected on the ground that " the rich clothiers will then
cull out the best wool and leave the residue only to the poor
clothiers " 7, The agitation against * wool broggers ' was
renewed after the Revolution. Petitions were presented to
Parliament complaining that they retailed the wool " at
excessive rates to the impoverishing of the clothing trade
and the ruin of many poor labourers therein " 8. They made
1	Acts of the Privy Council,  1580-1581, p.  193 ;    1581-1582, p. 48 ;
1590, pp. 168-169.
2	Hist. MSS. Comm. Kenyan, 595 (1588).
9 House of Commons Journals, i. 552, 627.
4	A wool dealer in 1599 stated that he had paid ^200 in licences :  Hist.
MSS. Comm. Various iii. 96.
5	Acts of the Privy  Council,   1615-1616,  p.  624.     Unwin,  Industrial
Organization, 189, treats this measure as a restriction on the middleman
due to " the pressure of the manufacturing interests ".    But the ordinance
clearly shows that it was a concession to the middleman in the interests
of the wool growers.
•	Statutes, iv. part ii.  1239.    For a discussion of this Act, see State
Papers Domestic, 1650, p. 408.
7 House of Commons Journals, i. 552, 625, 627.
*	Ibid. x. 590 (1691) ; xi. 424, 717 (1696) ;  xii. 91, 122, 150 (1698).

